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BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED: 12.12.2025
CORAM :
THE HON'BLE MRS.JUSTICE S.SRIMATHY

W.P.Crl.(MD)No0.2519 of 2025

Rajaram ... Petitioner
Vs

1. The Superintendent of Police,

Palayamkottai,

Tirunelveli District.
2. The Inspector of Police,

Kalakkadu Town Police Station,

Tirunelveli District.
3. Balakrishnan
4. Pachaimal
5. Ayyakutty Thevar ... Respondents
PRAYER: Writ Petition filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, praying this Court to issue a Writ of Mandamus directing the 1*

and 2™ respondents to initiate necessary action and give adequate

protection based on the petitioner's complaint dated 22.11.2025.
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For Petitioner : Mr.K.Sudalaiyandi,
For Respondent  : Mr.A.S.Abul Kalaam Azad (R1-R2)
Government Advocate (Crl.Side)

ORDER

This writ petition is filed for Writ of Mandamus to direct the
respondents 1 and 2 to initiate necessary action and given adequate

protection based on the petitioner’s complaint dated 22.11.2025.

2. Heard the learned Counsel appearing for the petitioner and the
learned Government Advocate (Crl.Side) appearing for the respondents 1

and 2.

3. The petitioner is claiming that his father was the owner of the
property and had executed Settlement Deed dated 20.05.1997 in Doc.
No.525 of 1997. Thereafter the petitioner had obtained patta in Patta No.
5975. But the private respondents had preferred appeal against the
issuance of patta and the same was dismissed vide order dated
01.08.2024. Even of dismissal of appeal, the private respondents

trespassed into the petitioner’s property and attempted to put up fencing
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in the property. Hence a wordy quarrel arose between the parties and the
petitioner had called the police and the private respondents had left the
place after police intervention. Since the private respondents had abused
the petitioner with filthy language and made life threaten, the petitioner
had preferred complaint. But the 2™ respondent had not taken any action.

Hence the present petition.

4. The Learned Counsel appearing for the petitioner submitted that
the 3™ respondent had already committed similar occurrence in the year
2013 and a case has been registered in Crime No.63 of 2013 for the
offences under section 147, 148, 294(b), 506(2) of IPC and section 3 of
TNPPDL Act and charge sheet had been filed in S.C.No0.62 of 2024 on

the file of Sub Court, Nanguneri and the same is pending for trial.

5. After hearing the rival submissions this Court had given its
anxious consideration. It is seen that the petitioner is having patta and the
appeal filed by the private respondents was dismissed. If there is any
dispute regarding the patta or title over the property the parties are at

liberty to resolve the dispute before competent civil court.
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6. As far as the petitioner’s complaint dated 22.11.2025 regarding
of abuse with filthy language and life threat is concerned, the 2™
respondent ought to consider the same. Therefore, the 1* respondent is
directed to consider the complaint and conduct enquiry / investigation. If

any criminal offence is made out the respondent is directed to file FIR.

7. With this direction, the writ petition is disposed of. No costs.
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Internet :Yes
Index :Yes/No
NCC :Yes/No
msrm
To

1. The Superintendent of Police,
Palayamkottai,
Tirunelveli District.

2. The Inspector of Police,
Kalakkadu Town Police Station,
Tirunelveli District.

3.The Additional Public Prosecutor,

Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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S.SRIMATHY, J.
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